It is now recognised that improving the reproducibility of the life and social sciences will require a coordinated effort by journals, funders, institutions, and researchers to make the research process as open and transparent as possible (Munaf o et al., 2017) . Over the last five years, Cortex has been at the forefront of these reforms, being the first journal to offer Registered Reports (Chambers, 2013) , and also the first to adopt the complementary format of Exploratory Reports (McIntosh, 2017) . We are now excited to be launching two additional initiatives to increase transparency for readers and to reward transparency by authors: the Transparency and Openness Promotion (TOP) Guidelines and Badges for Open Practices.
The TOP Guidelines, established in 2015, are a certification scheme in which journals and research organisations declare their level of adherence to a series of modular standards for enabling research transparency and reproducibility (Nosek et al., 2015; see Table 1 ). Since launching, the initiative has attracted 5000 signatories and is now entering the implementation phase in which the journals and organisations that originally supported the scheme put their level of adherence into practice. Cortex was one of the first TOP signatories and is now adopting a minimum of Level 2 (of three possible levels) across the eight TOP standards, including citation practices (#1), availability of data (#2), analysis code (#3) and digital research materials (#4), design and analysis transparency (#5), preregistration of study procedures (#6) and analysis plans (#7), and replication (#8).
What does TOP implementation mean in practice for Cortex authors? There are some modest new submission requirements for authors of Letters, Notes, Exploratory Reports, and Research Reports (including regular submissions, Clinical Neuroanatomy submissions, and Behavioural Neurology submissions). First, in addition to existing bibliographic conventions, to ensure that citations recognise the increasingly diverse range of intellectual contributions to research, all publicly available data sets and program code must be appropriately cited in the text and listed in the reference section (#1, Level 3).
Second, authors are required to either archive their anonymised data, analysis code (e.g., R scripts, SPSS syntax, etc.) and digital study materials (e.g., stimuli, presentation code, etc.) in a freely accessible public repository or must provide an explanation in the manuscript for why archiving is not legally or ethically possible, together with specific guidance for how readers can gain access to data, code and materials on request (#2, #3, #4, all Level 2). Readers will note that this requirement aligns Cortex policy with the Peer Reviewers' Openness (PRO) Initiative (Morey et al., 2016 ; https://opennessinitiative.org/).
Third, based on the proposal by Simmons, Nelson, and Simonsohn (2012) , authors are now required to state the following in their manuscripts, elaborated as necessary: "We report how we determined our sample size, all data exclusions (if any), all data inclusion/exclusion criteria, whether inclusion/exclusion criteria were established prior to data analysis, all manipulations, and all measures in the study" (#5, Level 2). E-mail address: chambersc1@cardiff.ac.uk. 
